


INDEX 


ABORTIONS. 


State prosecution—Misconception of “viability”—Remand—Where Dis- 
trict Court’s judgment enjoining a South Carolina abortion prosecution 
may have been based on an erroneous concept of “viability,” judgment is 
vacated and case is remanded for further consideration in light of Colautti 
v. Franklin, 439 U.S. 379, and for consideration of abstention. Anders v. 
Floyd, p. 445. 


ABSTENTION. See Abortions. 
ACCESS TO BALLOT. See Constitutional Law, ITI, 4, 5; Mootness, 2. 


ACCESS TO USE OF CABLE TELEVISION SYSTEMS. See Federal 
Communications Commission. 


ACTIONS UNDER COLOR OF STATE LAW. See Jurisdiction, 4. 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT. See Evidence. 
ADMISSIBILITY OF EVIDENCE. See Evidence. 


AGREEMENTS BETWEEN HEALTH INSURER AND PHARMA- 
CIES. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 


AID TO FAMILIES WITH DEPENDENT CHILDREN-FOSTER 
CARE PROGRAM. Sce Federal-State Relations, 3. 


ALABAMA. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; Jurisdiction, 1; Stays, 2. 
ALIMONY. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; Jurisdiction, 2. 
ANTITRUST ACTS. 


1. McCarran-Ferguson Act—Ezxemption of “business of insurance” from 
antitrust laws—Health insurer’s agreements with pharmacies —Agreements 
between health insurance company and pharmacies whereby insured in- 
dividuals pay $2 for every prescription drug and remainder of cost is paid 
directly by insurer to participating pharmacy, whereas if an insured buys 
drugs from nonparticipating pharmacy, he pays full price and is reim- 
bursed by insurer for only 75% of difference between that price and $2, 
are not “business of insurance” so as to be exempt from antitrust laws 
under § 2 (b) of McCarran-Ferguson Act. Group Life & Health Ins. Co. 
v. Royal Drug Co., p. 205. 

2. Robinson-Patman Act—Jnducing price discrimination—Meeting-com- 
petition defense—Buyer who has done no more than accept lower of two 
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ANTITRUST ACTS—Continued. 


prices competitively offered does not violate §2(f) of Clayton Act, as 
amended by Robinson-Patman Act, which prohibits inducing price dis- 
crimination, where seller has a meeting-competition defense to price dis- 
crimination under § 2 (b); thus, where milk supplier had §2 (b) defense 
for executing agreement to supply buyer’s stores with “private label” milk, 
buyer, who did no more than accept supplier’s offer, cannot be liable 
under §2 (f). Great A&P Tea Co. v. FTC, p. 69. 


APPEALS. See Abortions; Bankruptcy Act; Certiorari; Jurisdiction, 
1, 2, Mootness, 2. 

APPOINTMENT OF RECEIVER. See Bankruptcy Act. 

APPORTIONMENT. See Mandamus. 

ARBITRATION. See National Labor Relations Board, 1. 

ARIZONA. See Jurisdiction, 3. 

ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL. See Constitutional Law, VI. 

AUDITS. See Evidence. 

AUTOMOBILE ACCIDENTS. Sce Constitutional Law, VIII, 1. 


AUTOMOBILE REGISTRATION. See Constitutional Law, VII; Juris- 
diction, 1. 

AWARD OF WELFARE BENEFITS. See Procedure. 

BANKRUPTCY ACT. 

Moitgagor’s bankruptcy—Mortgagee’s right to rents—State law— 
Under Act, law of State where property is located governs a mortgagee’s 
right to rents during mortgagor’s bankruptcy, and a federal bankruptcy 
court should take steps necessary to ensure that a mortgagee is afforded 
same protection he would have under state law had no bankruptcy ensued. 
This Court will not review an issue involving North Carolina law govern- 
ing mortgagee’s interest in rents, where lower federal courts had properly 
applied, but disagreed as to, state law. Butner v. United States, p. 48. 


BANKS. See National Banks. 
BRIBERY. See Evidence. 
BROADCAST MEDIA. See Federal Communications Commission. 


‘‘BUSINESS LEAGUE’’ EXEMPTION FROM INCOME TAXES. See 
Internal Revenue Code. 


BUSINESS OF INSURANCE. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 


CABLE TELEVISION SYSTEMS. See Federal Communications Com- 
mission. 
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CALIFORNIA. See Constitutional Law, VIII; Jurisdiction, 3, 4; Pub- 
lic Officers and Employees. 


CAPITAL PUNISHMENT. See Stays, 2. 
CAUSES OF ACTION. See Jurisdiction, 4. 


CEASE-AND-DESIST ORDERS. See National Labor Relations Board, 
2. 


CERTIORARI. 


Improvident grant—Validity of guilty plea—A writ of certiorari granted 
to decide a question as to validity of a guilty plea in a state prosecution 
is dismissed as improvidently granted, where after briefing and argument 
it is uncertain that question is actually presented. Ramsey v. New York, 
p. 444. 


CHICAGO. See Constitutional Law, III, 4, 5; Mootness, 2. 


CHOATENESS DOCTRINE OF PRIORITY OF LIENS. See Federal- 
State Relations, 2. 


CHURCH-OPERATED SCHOOLS. See National Labor Relations 
Board, 2. 


CITY COMMERCIAL RENT AND OCCUPANCY TAX. See National 
Banks. 


CIVIL CONTEMPT. See Stays, 1. 
CIVIL RIGHTS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Mootness, 1. 
CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964. 


Title VII—Employer’s drug regulation—Methadone users—Evidence— 
In an action challenging a city transit authority’s interpretation of its drug 
regulation to prohibit employment of persons using methadone as a treat- 
ment for curing heroin addiction, statistical evidence does not support con- 
clusion that employer’s regulation or interpretation thereof violates 
Title VII of Act, and in any event employer rebutted prima facie case 
of race discrimination by establishing that regulation is “job related.” 
New York City Transit Authority v. Beazer, p. 568. 


CLASS ACTIONS. See Mootness, 1; Procedure. 
CLAYTON ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 
COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL. 


Validity of state tax on public contractors—State-court judgment in 
contractor's suit—Subsequent federal-court suit by United States—Under 
facts of case, United States, in a federal-court action challenging constitu- 
tionality of Montana’s gross receipts tax on contractors of public but not 
private construction projects, is collaterally estopped from challenging 











1314 INDEX 


COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL—Continued. 

prior judgment of Montana Supreme Court in state-court litigation brought 
by contractor on a fed_ral project in Montana holding that tax did not 
violate Supremacy and Equal Protection Clauses. Montana v. United 
States, p. 147. 

COMITY. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1. 

COMMERCIAL RENT AND OCCUPANCY TAX. See National Banks. 
COMMERCIAL SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, IV. 

COMMON CARRIERS. Sce Federal Communications Commission. 


COMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1934. See Federal Communications 
Commission. 


COMPACTS BETWEEN STATES. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; 
Jurisdiction, 4. 


COMPENSATION CLAIMS. See Longshoremen’s and Harbor Work- 
ers’ Compensation Act. 


CONDEMNATION ACTIONS. See Constitutional Law, II; VIII, 2; 
Jurisdiction, 4; Public Officers and Employees. 


CONSENSUAL GOVERNMENT LIENS. See Federal-State Relations, 
2. 


CONSOLIDATED FARM AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT ACT. See 
Federal-State Relations, 2. 


CONSOLIDATED FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION ACT OF 
1961. See Federal-State Relations, 2. 


CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. See also Collateral Estoppel; Evidence; 
Jurisdiction, 1, 2, 4; Mootness, 2; Procedure; Stays, 1. 


I. Due Process. 


Teacher’s contract—Nonrenewal for failure to meet continuing-educa- 
tion requirement—School Board’s refusal to renew teacher’s contract on 
statutory ground of “wilful neglect of duty” because of teacher’s failure 
to meet contractual continuing-education requirement did not violate 
teacher’s procedural or substantive due process rights even though Board, 
in previous years, had only denied salary increases to teacher, but recent 
Oklahoma statute mandated certain salary raises regardless of teachers’ 
compliance with continuing-education policy. Harrah Independent School 
District v. Martin, p. 194. 

II. Eminent Domain. 


Fifth Amendment—“Just compensation”—Appraisal expenses —Property 
owner’s expenses in securing appraisals of land involved in United States’ 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 


easement condemnation action do not constitute part of “just compensa- 
tion” required by Fifth Amendment for taking of private property for 
public use. United States v. Bodeaw Co., p. 202 


III. Equal Protection of the Laws. 


1. Employer’s drug regulation—Methadone users—A city transit au- 
thority’s drug regulation prohibiting employment of persons using metha- 
done as a treatment for curing heroin addiction does not violate Equal 
Protection Clause for failing to include more precise special rules for 
methadone users who have progressed satisfactorily with treatment for one 
year and who satisfy employment criteria for nonsensitive jobs. New 
York City Transit Authority v. Beazer, p. 568. 

2. Foreign Service Act—Mandatory retirement of covered employees — 
Requirement of § 632 of Foreign Service Act of 1946 that persons covered 
by Foreign Service retirement system retire at age 60, though no manda- 
tory retirement age is established for Civil Service employees, including 
those who serve abroad, does not violate equal protection component of 
Due Process Clause of Fifth Amendment. Vance v. Bradley, p. 93. 


3. Membership of Optometry Board—Tezas statute—Provision of Texas 
Optometry Act requiring that four of six members of Texas Optometry 
Board be members of Texas Optometric Association is constitutional, being 
reasonably related to State’s legitimate purpose of securing a regulatory 
board to administer Act faithfully, and while respondent Board member 
who was not member of Optometric Association has constitutional right 
to fair and impartial hearing in any disciplinary proceeding against him 
by Board, nevertheless his challenge to fairness of Board did not arise from 
any disciplinary proceeding against him. Friedman v. Rogers, p. 1. 

4. New political parties—Independent candidates—Access to ballot.— 
In action challenging constitutionality on equal protection grounds of Illi- 
nois Election Code whereby new political parties and independent candi- 
dates must obtain signatures of 25,000 qualified voters in order to appear 
on ballot in statewide elections and, as to elections for offices of political 
subdivisions, must obtain number of signatures equal to 5% of number 
of voters at previous election for such offices, application of Code to a 
special mayoral election in Chicago having resulted in a new party’s or 
independent candidate’s being required to obtain more than 25,000 signa- 
tures, this Court’s summary affirmance in Jackson vy. Ogilvie, 403 U. S. 
925, of a decision upholding 5% signature requirement against a different 
challenge is not dispositive of equal protection question presented in in- 
stant case. Illinois Elections Bd. v. Socialist Workers Party, p. 173. 

5. New political parties—Independent candidates—Access to ballot — 
Illinois Election Code under which new political parties and independent 
candidates must obtain signatures of 25,000 qualified votes in order to 
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CONSTITUTIONAL LAW—Continued. 


appear on ballot in statewide elections and, as to elections for offices of 
political subdivisions, must obtain number of signatures equal to 5% of 
number of voters at previous election for such offices, violates Equal Pro- 
tection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment insofar as it requires inde- 
pendent candidates and new political parties to obtain more than 25,000 
signatures in Chicago elections. [Illinois Elections Bd. v. Socialist Work- 
ers Party, p. 173. 


6. Sex discrimination—State alimony laws——Gender classification of Ala- 
bama alimony statutes whereby husbands but not wives may be required 
to pay alimony upon divorce violates Equal Protection Clause of Four- 
teenth Amendment. Orr v. Orr, p. 268. 


7. Teacher’s contract—Nonrenewal for failure to meet continuing-educa- 
tion requirement——School Board’s refusal to renew teacher’s contract on 
statutory ground of “wilful neglect of duty” because of teacher’s failure 
to meet contractual continuing-education requirement does not deprive 
teacher of equal protection of laws even though Board, in previous years, 
had only denied salary increases to teacher, but recent Oklahoma statute 
mandated certain salary raises regardless of teachers’ compliance with 
continuing-education policy. “Harrah Independent School District v. 
Martin, p. 194. 


IV. Freedom of Speech. 


First Amendment—Proscription of optometrists’ use of trade names— 
Prohibition of Texas Optometry Act against practice of optometry under 
a trade name is a constitutionally permissible regulation in furtherance 
of State’s interest in protecting public from deceptive use of trade names 
with regard to standards of price or quality, and does not impermissibly 
stifle commercial speech. Friedman v. Rogers, p. 1. 


V. Privilege Against Self-Incrimination. 


Immunized grand jury testimony--Use for impeachment purposes at 
criminal trial—Under Fifth Amendment privilege against compulsory self- 
incrimination made binding on States by Fourteenth Amendment, a mu- 
nicipal official’s testimony before a state grand jury under a grant of immu- 
nity may not constitutionally be used against him for impeachment-of- 
credibility purposes if he testifies at his later state criminal trial for 
misconduct in office and extortion. New Jersey v. Portash, p. 450. 


VI. Right to Counsel. 
Indigent defendant—Sentence of imprisonment——Sixth and Fourteenth 
Amendments require that no indigent defendant be sentenced to imprison- 


ment unless State has afforded him right to assistance of appointed coun- 
sel in his defense, but do not require a state trial court to appoint counsel 
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for a defendant who is charged with a statutory offense for which impris- 
onment upon conviction is authorized but not imposed, such as in instant 
case where petitioner was only fined after an Illinois conviction for shop- 
lifting. Scott v. Illinois, p. 367. 


VII. Searches and Seizures. 


Driver’s license and vehicle registration—Spot checks—Except where 
there is at least articulable and reasonable suspicion that a motorist is 
unlicensed or that an automobile is not registered, or that either a vehicle 
or an occupant is otherwise subject to seizure for violation of law, random 
stopping of automobile and detaining of driver in order to check driver's 
license and automobile’s registration are unreasonable under Fourth 
Amendment. Delaware v. Prouse, p. 648. 


VIII. States’ Immunity from Suit. 


1. Eleventh Amendment—Full Faith and Credit Clause—State-court 
action against another State—A State is not constitutionally immune from 
suit in courts of another State, neither Art. III nor Eleventh Amendment 
limiting California’s judicial powers in suit by California residents against 
Nevada and others to recover for injuries sustained in collision on Cali- 
fornia highway with Nevada-owned vehicle on official business; nor does 
Full Faith and Credit Clause or any other provision of Constitution 
require California to surrender jurisdiction to Nevada or apply Nevada 
statute limiting amount of any tort award against Nevada. Nevada v. 
Hall, p. 410. 

2. Eleventh Amendment—“Inverse condemnation” action—Immunity of 
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency.—In a federal-court “inverse condemna- 
tion” action against respondent Tahoe Regional Planning Agency by peti- 
tioner property owners who asserted that a land-use ordinance adopted 
by Agency destroyed value of petitioners’ property in violation of Fifth 
and Fourteenth Amendments, Agency, which was created by federally 
approved Compact between California and Nevada, is not immune from 
liability under Eleventh Amendment. Lake Country Estates v. Tahoe 
Regional Planning Agency, p. 391. 


CONTEMPT. See Stays, 1. 


CONTINUING-EDUCATION REQUIREMENT FOR TEACHERS. See 
Constitutional Law, I; III, 7. 


CORPORATE OFFICERS. See Stays, 1. 

CORPORATE RECORDS. Sce Stays, 1. 

COUNTY EMPLOYEES. See Mootness, 1. 

COURTS OF APPEALS. Sce Federal-State Relations, 1; Mootness, 2. 
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CREDITORS’ RIGHTS. See Bankruptcy Act; Federal-State Relations, 
2. 


CRIMINAL LAW. Sce Abortions; Certiorari; Constitutional Law, V; 
VI; Evidence; Stays, 2. 

DEATH CLAIMS. Sce Longshoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ Com- 
pensation Act. 

DEATH PENALTY. See Stays, 2. 

DEBTORS. Sce Bankruptcy Act; Federal-State Relations, 2. 

DEFENSES TO PRICE DISCRIMINATION CHARGES. Sce Anti- 
trust Acts, 2. 

DELAWARE. See Constitutional Law, VII; Jurisdiction, 1. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. Sce Evidence. 

DISABILITY CLAIMS. See Longshoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ 
Compensation Act. 


DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS AGAINST OPTOMETRIST. See 
Constitutional Law, III, 3. 


DISCLOSURE TO UNION OF EMPLOYEE TEST SCORES. See Na- 
tional Labor Relations Board, 1. 


DISCRIMINATION. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 6; Jurisdiction, 2; 
Mootness, 1. 


DISMISSAL OF CERTIORARI. See Certiorari. 


DISTRICT COURTS. See Abortion; Jurisdiction, 3, 4; Mandamus; 
Procedure. 


DIVORCE. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; Jurisdiction, 2 


DRIVERS’ LICENSES. Sce Constitutional Law, VII; Jurisdiction, 1. 


DRUG ADDICTION. Sce Civil Rights Act of 1964; Constitutional Law, 
IU, 1. 


DUE PROCESS. See Constitutional Law, I; III, 2; Evidence. 
EASEMENTS. See also Constitutional Law, II. 


Public access to fishing and hunting areas—Railroad lands—Govern- 
ment’s implied easement—Government does not have an implied ease- 
ment to build a road across lands of petitioners, successors in fee of rail- 
road which, under Union Pacific Act of 1862, was granted “checkerboard” 
blocks of land surrounding railroad’s right-of-way, and petitioners’ unwill- 
ingness to entertain, without compensation, a road affording public access 
to reservoir area used by public for fishing and hunting cannot be con- 
sidered a violation of Unlawful Inclosures of Public Lands Act of 1885. 
Leo Sheep Co. v. United States, p. 668. 
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EDUCATIONAL USE OF CABLE TELEVISION SYSTEMS. See Fed- 
eral Communications Commission. 


ELECTIONS. Sce Constitutional Law, III, 4, 5; Mandamus; Mootness, 
2. 


ELECTRONIC SURVEILLANCE. See Evidence. 
ELEVENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VIII; Procedure. 


EMINENT DOMAIN. See Constitutional Law, II; VIII, 2; Jurisdic- 
tion, 4; Public Officers and Employees. 


EMPLOYEE PSYCHOLOGICAL APTITUDE TESTS. See National 
Labor Relations Board, 1. 


EMPLOYER AND EMPLOYEES. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Con- 
stitutional Law, III, 1; Federal-State Relations, 1; Longshoremen’s 


and Harbor Workers’ Compensation Act; National Labor Relations 
Board. 


EQUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS. See Collateral Estoppel; Con- 
stitutional Law, III; Evidence; Jurisdiction, 2 


EVIDENCE. See also Civil Rights Act of 1964. 


Admissibility—Internal Revenue Service regulations—Electronic sur- 
veillance of taxpayer’s meetings with IRS agents—Tape recordings, and 
testimony of IRS agents who monitored meetings between respondent tax- 
payer and IRS agent in connection with audit, are not required, in prosecu- 
tion of respondent for bribing agent, to be excluded from evidence because 
of conceded violation of IRS regulations requiring Justice Department’s 
approval of electronic surveillance between taxpayers and IRS agents, IRS 
not being required by either Federal Constitution or statute to adopt rules 
before engaging in such monitoring, and none of respondent’s constitutional 
rights having been violated by recording or by agency’s violation of its 
own regulations. United States v. Caceres, p. 741. 


EXECUTIONS. See Stays, 2. 

EXEMPTIONS FROM ANTITRUST LAWS. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 
EXEMPTIONS FROM INCOME TAXES. See Internal Revenue Code. 
EXTORTION. See Constitutional Law, V. 

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION. See Federal-State Relations, 


» 


PEDERAL COMMERCIAL LAW. See Federal-State Relations, 2. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION. 


Validity of cable television rules—Access to channels—FCC rules re- 
quiring certain cable television systems to develop specified channel 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION—Continued. 


capacity by 1986, to make available certain channels for access by public, 
educational, local governmental, and leased-access users, and to furnish 
equipment and facilities for access purposes, are not within FCC’s statu- 
tory authority, but impose common-carrier obligations on cable opera- 
tors contrary to §3 (h) of Communications Act of 1934. FCC v. Midwest 
Video Corp., p. 689. 


FEDERAL LENDING PROGRAMS. See Federal “tate Relations, 2. 


FEDERAL-STATE RELATIONS. See also Abortions; Bankruptcy 
Act; Collateral Estoppel; Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; Jurisdiction, 
3, 4; Patents; Procedure; Public Officers and Employees. 

1. Payment of unemployment compensation to strikers—Validity of state 
laws —A Federal Court of Appeals’ judgment holding that National Labor 
Relations Act and Social Security Act do not render invalid a New York 
statute authorizing payment of unemployment compensation to striking 
employees, is affirmed. New York Tel. Co. v. New York Labor Dept., 
p. 519. 

2. Priority of liens—Federal lending programs—Controlling law— 
Priority of liens stemming from federal lending programs must be deter- 
mined with reference to federal law, but because a national rule is unnec- 
essary to protect federal interests underlying loan programs of Small 
Business Act and Consolidated Farm and Rural Development Act, relative 
priority of private liens and consensual Government liens arising from such 
programs is to be determined under nondiscriminatory state laws, absent a 
contrary congressional directive. United States v. Kimbell Foods, Inc., 
p. 715. 

3. Social Security Act—Aid to Families with Dependent Children-Foster 
Care program—State regulation—Under §408 of Social Security Act, 
AFDC-FC program encompasses foster children who, pursuant to a judi- 
cial determination of neglect, have been placed in relatives’ homes that 
meet a State’s licensing requirements for foster homes operated by non- 
relatives, and thus Illinois may not exclude from its AFDC-FC program 
foster children who reside with relatives. Miller v. Youakim, p. 125. 


FIFTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, II; III, 2; V; VIII, 
2; Evidence; Jurisdiction, 4; Public Officers and Employees; Stays, 
1. 


FIREMEN. See Mootness, 1. 
FIRST AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, IV; Mootness, 2. 


FIRST-IN-TIME DOCTRINE OF PRIORITY OF LIENS. Sce Federal- 
State Relations, 2. 


PISHING AREAS. Sce Easements. 
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FOREIGN SERVICE ACT OF 1946. See Constitutional Law, ITI, 2. 


FOREIGN SERVICE RETIREMENT SYSTEM. See Constitutional 
Law, III, 2. 


FOSTER CHILDREN. Sce Federal-State Relations, 3. 


FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, I, ITI, 1, 3-7; 
V-VII; VIII, 2; Jurisdiction, 1, 2, 4; Mootness, 2; Public Officers 
and Employees. 


FOURTH AMENDMENT. Sce Constitutional Law, VII; Jurisdiction, 
 X 


FRAUDULENT FUNDING SCHEME. See Stays, 1. 
FREEDOM OF SPEECH. See Constitutional Law, IV. 


FULL FAITH AND CREDIT CLAUSE. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 
1. 


GEORGIA. Sce Federal-State Relations, 2. 


GOVERNMENTAL USE OF CABLE TELEVISION SYSTEMS. See 
Federal Communications Commission. 


GOVERNMENT LIENS. See Federal-State Relations, 2. 
GOVERNMENT LOANS. See Federal-State Relations, 2. 
GRAND JURY. Sce Constitutional Law, V; Stays, 1. 

GRIEVANCE PROCEDURE. Sce National Labor Relations Board, 1. 


GROSS RECEIPTS TAX ON PUBLIC CONTRACTORS. See Collat- 
eral Estoppel. 


GUILTY PLEAS. See Certiorari. 


HARBOR WORKERS. See Longshoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ 
Compensation Act. 


HEALTH INSURANCE. Sce Antitrust Acts, 1. 


HEROIN ADDICTION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Constitutional 
Law, Ill, 1. 


HUNTING AREAS. See Easements. 


HUSBAND AND WIFE. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; Jurisdiction, 
2. 


ILLINOIS. See Constitutional Law, III, 4, 5; VI; Federal-State Re- 
lations, 3; Mootness, 2; Procedure. 


IMMUNITY OF FEDERAL GOVERNMENT FROM SUIT. See Juris- 
diction, 3. 
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IMMUNITY OF PUBLIC OFFICERS FROM LIABILITY. See Public 
Officers and Employees. 


IMMUNITY OF STATES FROM SUIT. See Constitutional Law, VIII; 
Procedure. 


IMPEACHMENT OF CREDIBILITY OF WITNESSES. See Constitu- 
tional Law, V. 


IMPLIED EASEMENTS. See Easements. 

IMPROVIDENT GRANT OF CERTIORARI. Sce Certiorari. 

INCOME TAX AUDIT. Sce Evidence. 

INCOME TAXES. Sce Evidence; Internal Revenue Code. 

INCOMPETENT PERSONS. See Stays, 2. 

INDEPENDENT CANDIDATES FOR OFFICE. See Constitutional 
Law, III, 4, 5; Mootness, 2. 

INDIGENT DEFENDANT’S RIGHT TO COUNSEL. See Constitu- 
tional Law, VI. 

INDUCING PRICE DISCRIMINATION. Sce Antitrust Acts, 2. 

INJUNCTIONS. See Abortions. 

INSURANCE. Sce Antitrust Acts, 1. 

INTERCEPTED CONVERSATIONS. See Evidence. 

INTERNAL REVENUE CODE. 


Income taxes—“Business league” exemption—aA trade organization for 
muffler dealers that confines its membership to dealers franchised by a 
particular corporation and its activities to that corporation’s muffler busi- 
ness is not entitled to income tax exemption as a “business league” within 
meaning of § 501 (c)(6) of 1954 Code. National Muffler Dealers Assn. v. 
United States, p. 472. 


INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE. See Evidence. 


‘INVERSE CONDEMNATION’’ ACTIONS. Sce Constitutional Law, 
VIII, 2; Jurisdiction, 4; Public Officers and Employees. 
‘‘JOB RELATED’’ REGULATIONS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 


JUDGMENTS. See Abortions; Collateral Estoppel; Constitutional Law, 
Ill, 4; Federal-State Relations, 1. 


JURISDICTION. See also Constitutional Law, VIII, 1; Mootness, 1; 
National Labor Relations Board, 2; Procedure. 


1. State-court decision—Review by Supreme Court—This Court has 
jurisdiction to review Delaware Supreme Court decision even though that 
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court held that a random stop of a vehicle by police to check driver’s 
license and vehicle’s registration not only violated Federal Constitution 
but also was impermissible under Delaware Constitution. Delaware v. 
Prouse, p. 648. 

2. Supreme Court’s appellate jurisdiction—State-court judgment—Valid- 
ity of alimony statute—This Court has jurisdiction over appeal from 
state court’s judgment holding that Alabama alimony statutes whereby 
husbands but not wives may be required to pay alimony upon divorce did 
not violate Equal Protection Clause of Fourteenth Amendment, notwith- 
standing that appellant husband had failed to ask for alimony himself in 
divorce proceedings. Orr v. Orr, p. 268. 

3. Supreme Court’s original jurisdiction—Quiet-title action by State— 
United States’ waiver of immunity —Under 28 U.S. C. § 2409a (a), United 
States waived its sovereign immunity to suit by California invoking this 
Court’s original jurisdiction to quiet title to certain lands against United 
States and Arizona, and 28 U.S. C. § 1346 (f) does not divest this Court 
of jurisdiction over such actions in cases otherwise within its original juris- 
diction. California v. Arizona, p. 59. 

4. Tahoe Regional Planning Agency—“Inverse condemnation” action— 
Federal jurisdiction—In an “inverse condemnation” action against re- 
spondents Tahoe Regional Planning Agency and its members and execu- 
tive officer by petitioner property owners who asserted that a land-use 
ordinance adopted by respondents destroyed value of petitioners’ property 
in violation of Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments, petitioners stated a 
cause of action under 42 U. 8. C. § 1983 and hence properly invoked fed- 
eral jurisdiction under 28 U. S. C. § 1343, requirement of federal approval 
of Compact between California and Nevada which created Agency not 
foreclosing a finding that respondents’ conduct was “under color of state 
law” within meaning of § 1983. Lake Country Estates v. Tahoe Regional 
Planning Agency, p. 391. 


‘“‘JUST COMPENSATION’’ FOR TAKING PRIVATE PROPERTY. 
See Constitutional Law, II. 


JUSTICE DEPARTMENT. Sce Evidence. 
KEYHOLDERS. See Patents. 


LABOR. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Constitutional Law, III, 1; 
Federal-State Relations, 1; National Labor Relations Board. 


LABOR UNIONS. See National Labor Relations Board. 
LAND-APPRAISAL EXPENSES. See Constitutional Law, II. 


LAND-USE ORDINANCES. Sce Constitutional Law, VIII, 2; Juris- 
diction, 4; Public Officers and Employees. 
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LEASED-ACCESS USE OF CABLE TELEVISION SYSTEMS. See 
Federal Communications Commission. 


LEGISLATIVE REAPPORTIONMENT PLANS. See Mandamus. 


LEGISLATORS’ IMMUNITY FROM LIABILTY. See Public Officers 
and Employees. 


LIENS. See Federal-State Relations, 2. 


LIMITATION OF STATE’S TORT LIABILITY. Sce Constitutional 
Law, VIII, 1. 


LONGSHOREMEN’S AND HARBOR WORKERS’ COMPENSATION 
ACT. 

Death benefits—Limitation on amount—Death benefits payable under 
Act are not subject to maximum limitations placed on disability payments 
by §6 (b)(1) of Act. Director, Workers’ Comp. Programs v. Rasmussen, 
p. 29. 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY. Sce Mootness, 1. 
MANDAMUS. 


Reapportionment of Mississippi Legislature—District Court plan— 
Motion for leave to file petition for writ of mandamus to require District 
Court for Southern District of Mississippi to adopt immediately a plan 
reapportioning the Mississippi Legislature for 1979 session—rather than 
waiting to see if a plan fashioned by legislature is approved in a separate 
suit by State in District Court for District of Columbia under Voting 
Rights Act of 1965—is granted. Connor v. Coleman, p. 612. 


MANDATORY RETIREMENT OF FOREIGN SERVICE EMPLOY- 
EES. See Constitutional Law, III, 2. 


McCARRAN-FERGUSON ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 


‘‘MEETING COMPETITION’’ DEFENSE TO PRICE DISCRIMINA- 
TION. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 


MEMBERSHIP OF STATE OPTOMETRY BOARD. See Constitu- 
tional Law, III, 3. 


METHADONE USERS. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Constitutional 
Law, III, 1. 


MEXICAN-AMERICANS. See Mootness, 1. 

MILK SUPPLIERS. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 
MISCONDUCT IN OFFICE. See Constitutional Law, V. 
MISSISSIPPI. See Mandamus. 
MONTANA. See Collateral Estoppel. 
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MOOTNESS. 


1. County hiring procedure—Racial discrimination—Federal jurisdic- 
tion—In a federal-court class action where respondents, representing pres- 
ent and future black and Mexican-American applicants to County Fire 
Department, alleged that 1972 hiring procedure by which petitioners 
proposed to fill temporary emergency manpower needs in Fire Department 
violated 42 U. S. C. $1981, jurisdiction is abated because of mootness, 
since there was no reasonable expectation that alleged violation would 
recur and interim relief and events had completely eradicated effects of 
alleged violation. County of Los Angeles v. Davis, p. 625. 

2. Validity of state election code—City election board’s authority to settle 
suit—Court of Appeals properly dismissed as moot Illinois Elections 
Board’s claim that Chicago Board of Election Commissioners lacked au- 
thority to conclude settlement agreement with respect to unresolved issue 
whether Illinois Election Code’s requirement as to elections for offices of 
political subdivisions that new political parties and independent candidates 
obtain signatures equal to 5% of number of voters at previous election 
for such offices, coupled with filing deadline, impermissibly burdened First 
and Fourteenth Amendment rights, where state Board presented no evi- 
dence creating reasonable expectation that Chicago Board will repeat its 
purportedly unauthorized actions in subsequent elections. [Illinois Elec- 
tions Bd. v. Socialist Workers Party, p. 173. 


MORTGAGEE’S RIGHT TO RENTS ON MORTGAGOR’S BANK- 
RUPTCY. See Bankruptcy Act. 


MOTHER’S APPLICATION TO STAY SON’S EXECUTION. See 
Stays, 2. 

MOTORISTS AND MOTOR VEHICLES. See Constitutional Law, VII; 
Jurisdiction, 1. 

MUFFLER DEALERS TRADE ORGANIZATION. See Internal Reve- 
nue Code. 


MUNICIPAL OFFICIALS. See Constitutional Law, V. 
NATIONAL BANKS. 


City’s commercial rent and occupancy tax—Imposition on national 
banks——Under temporary provisions of Pub. L. 91-156, New York City 
may net impose its commercial rent and occupancy tax for period from 
June 1, 1970, through May 31, 1972, on national banks that lease offices 
and maintain their principal places of business in city. Chase Manhattan 
Bank v. Finance Admin., p. 447. 


NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS ACT. See Federal-State Relations, 
1; National Labor Relations Board. 
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NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD. 


1. Employee test results—Order directing disclosure to union—Abuse of 
discretion —Board abuses its discretion in ordering emplover to turn over 
to union, employees’ test batteries and answer sheets which union asserted 
were necessary for arbitration of grievance resulting from employer’s re- 
jection of certain employees for job openings because of their low test 
scores under employer’s psychological aptitude testing program, notwith- 
standing that Board’s order barred union from acting so as to cause 
tests to fall into hands of employees who had taken or were likely to 
take tests; and employer’s willingness to disclose test scores linked with 
employee names only upon receipt of consents from examinees satisfied 
employer’s obligations under § 8 (a)(5) of National Labor Relations Act. 
Detroit Edison Co. v. NLRB, p. 301. 


2. Jurisdiction—Church-operated schools —Schools operated by a church 
to teach both religious and secular subjects are not within Board’s juris- 
diction granted by National Labor Relations Act, and thus Board is with- 
out authority to issue cease-and-desist orders to require recognition of 
unions certified as bargaining agents for lay teachers in such schools. 
NLRB v. Catholic Bishop of Chicago, p. 490. 


NEGROES. See Mootness, 1. 


NEVADA. See Constitutional Law, VIII; Jurisdiction, 4; Public Offi- 
cers and Employees. 


NEW JERSEY. See Constitutional Law, V. 
NEW YORK. See Certiorari; Federal-State Relations, 1. 


NEW YORK CITY. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Constitutional Law, 
III, 1; National Banks. 


NORTH CAROLINA. See Bankruptcy Act. 

NOTICE OF RELIEF TO CLASS MEMBERS. Sce Procedure. 

OKLAHOMA. See Constitutional Law, I; III, 7. 

OPTOMETRISTS. See Constitutional Law, III, 3; IV. 

ORIGINAL JURISDICTION OF SUPREME COURT. See Jurisdic- 
tion, 3. 

PATENTS. 


Rejection of application—Enforcement of prior royalty contract—State 
law—Federal patent law does not pre-empt state contract law so as to 
preclude enforcement of contract whereby, in return for exclusive right to 
make and sell keyholder designed by petitioner for which patent applica- 
tion was pending, respondent agreed to pay 5% royalty and if patent 
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PATENTS—Continued. 


was not allowed in five years, to pay reduced royalty of 244%—the patent 
not having been allowed within five years and the patent application hav- 
ing been subsequently rejected. Aronson v. Quick Point Pencil Co., p. 257. 


PAYMENT OF UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION TO STRIKERS. 
See Federal-State Relations, 1. 


PHARMACIES. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 
POLITICAL PARTIES. See Constitutional Law, III, 4, 5; Mcotness, 2. 


PRECEDENTIAL VALUE OF SUMMARY AFFIRMANCES. See Con- 
stitutional Law, III, 4. 


PRE-EMPTION OF STATE LAW. See Federal-State Relations, 1, 3; 
Patents. 


PRESCRIPTION DRUGS. See Antitrust Acts, 1. 

PRICE DISCRIMINATION. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 
PRIORITY OF LIENS. See Federal-State Relations, 2. 
PRIVACY. See Constitutional Law, VIII; Jurisdiction, 1. 
PRIVATE LIENS. See Federal-State Relations, 2. 


PRIVILEGE AGAINST SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional 
Law, V. 


PROCEDURE. See also Mandamus. 


States’ immunity from suit—Eleventh Amendment—Wrongful denial of 
welfare benefits—Retroactive relief —Although 42 U. S. C. § 1983 does 
not abrogate Eleventh Amendment immunity of States and thus a federal 
court, upon holding that state officials’ denial of welfare benefits was 
wrongful, may not award retroactive benefits to plaintiff class payable 
from state treasury, nevertheless federal court may properly order state 
officials to send notice to class members informing them that there are 
state administrative procedures for determining eligibility for past benefits, 
that their federal suit is at an end, and that federal court can provide 
them with no further relief. Quern v. Jordan, p. 332. 


PROHIBITION OF OPTOMETRISTS’ USE OF TRADE NAMES. See 
Constitutional Law, IV. 


PUBLIC ACCESS TO FISHING AND HUNTING AREAS. See Ease- 
ments. 


PUBLIC CONTRACTORS. See Collateral Estoppel. 
PUBLIC LANDS. See Easements. 
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PUBLIC OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES. See also Civil Rights Act of 
1964; Constitutional Law, I; III, 1, 2, 7; V; Mootness, 1. 
Members and executive officer of Tahoe Regional Planning Agency— 
“Inverse condemnation” action—Immunity from federal damages liabil- 
ity—In a federal-court “inverse condemnation” action against respondents 
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency and its members and executive officer 
by petitioner property owners who asserted that a land-use ordinance 
adopted by respondents destroyed value of petitioners’ property in viola- 
tion of Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments, individual respondents, as 
regional legislators, are entitled to absolute immunity from federal damages 
liability to extent that they were acting in a legislative capacity. Lake 
Country Estates v. Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, p. 391. 
PUBLIC USE OF CABLE TELEVISION SYSTEMS. Sce Federal 
Communications Commission. 
QUIET-TITLE ACTIONS. Sce Jurisdiction, 3. 


RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964; Constitu- 
tional Law, III, 1; Mootness, 1. 


RAILROADS. See Easements. 
REAPPORTIONMENT PLANS. See Mandamus. 


REBUTTAL OF PRIMA FACIE CASE OF RACIAL DISCRIMINA- 
TION. See Civil Rights Act of 1964. 


REGIONAL LEGISLATORS’ IMMUNITY FROM LIABILITY. See 
Public Officers and Employees. 


REGULATIONS OF FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION. 
See Federal Communications Commission. 


REGULATIONS OF INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE. See Evidence. 


REJECTION OF PATENT APPLICATION AS AFFECTING ROY- 
ALTY CONTRACT. See Patents. 


RELATIVE OF CHILD AS FOSTER PARENT. See Federal-State 
Relations, 3. 


RELIEF IN CLASS ACTIONS. See Procedure. 

RELIGIOUS SCHOOLS. Sce National Labor Relations Board, 2. 
REMAND. See Abortions. 

REPAIRMEN’S LIENS. See Federal-State Relations, 2. 


RETIREMENT OF FOREIGN SERVICE EMPLOYEES. See Consti- 
tutional Law, III, 2. 


RIGHTS-OF-WAY. Sce Easements. 
RIGHT TO COUNSEL. Sce Constitutional Law, VI. 
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ROADS. See Easements. 

ROBINSON-PATMAN ACT. See Antitrust Acts, 2. 

ROYALTY CONTRACTS. See Patents. 

RULEMAKING POWER. See Federal Communications Commission. 


SCHOOLS. Sce Constitutional Law, I; III, 7; National Labor Relations 
Board, 2. 


SEARCHES AND SEIZURES. See Constitutional Law, VII; Juris- 
diction, 1. 

SELF-INCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, V; Stays, 1. 

SENTENCE OF IMPRISONMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI. 

SETTLEMENT OF ACTIONS. Sce Mootness, 2. 


SEX DISCRIMINATION. See Constitutional Law, III, 6; Jurisdic- 
tion, 2. 


SHOPLIFTING. See Constitutional Law, VI. 

SIXTH AMENDMENT. See Constitutional Law, VI. 

SMALL BUSINESS ACT. See Federal-State Relations, 2. 
SOCIAL SECURITY ACT. See Federal-State Relations, 1, 3. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. See Abortions. 

SOVEREIGN IMMUNITY. See Jurisdiction, 3. 


SPOT CHECKS OF DRIVERS’ LICENSES AND VEHICLE REGIS- 
TRATIONS. See Constitutional Law, VII; Jurisdiction, 1. 


STATE-COURT ACTION AGAINST ANOTHER STATE. See Consti- 
tutional Law, VIII, 1. 


STATE OPTOMETRY BOARD. See Constitutional Law, III, 3. 


STATES’ IMMUNITY FROM SUIT. Sce Constitutional Law, VIII; 
Procedure. 


STATES’ TORT LIABILITY. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1. 


STATISTICAL EVIDENCE OF RACIAL DISCRIMINATION. See 
Civil Rights Act of 1964. 
STAY OF EXECUTION. See Stays, 2. 
STAYS. 
1. Contempt order—Application to stay Court of Appeals’ order com- 
mitting corporation’s president for civil contempt for refusing to answer 


questions before a grand jury is denied. Haner v. United States (REHN- 
Quist, J., in chambers), p. 1308. 
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STAYS—Continued. 


2. Death penalty—Mother’s application to stay condemned murderer 
son’s execution, based on son’s alleged incompetency, is granted. Evans v. 
Bennett (Rennoauist, J., in chambers), p. 1301. 


STOPPING VEHICLE FOR CHECK OF LICENSE AND REGISTRA- 
TION. Sce Constitutional Law, VII; Jurisdiction, 1. 


STRIKES. Sce Federal-State Relations, 1. 


SUIT BY RESIDENT OF FORUM STATE AGAINST ANOTHER 
STATE. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1. 


SUPPRESSION OF EVIDENCE. See Evidence. 
SUPREMACY CLAUSE. See Collateral Estoppel. 


SUPREME COURT. See also Bankruptcy Act; Constitutional Law, 
III, 4; Jurisdiction, 1-3. 
1. Retirement of Henry Putzel, jr., as Reporter of Decisions, p. v. 
2. Appointment of Henry C. Lind as Reporter of Decisions, p. 940. 


SURVIVORS’ BENEFITS. See Longshoremen’s and Harbor Workers’ 
Compensation Act. 


TAHOE REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY. Sce Constitutional Law, 
VII, 2; Jurisdiction, 4; Public Officers and Employees. 


TAKING OF PROPERTY FOR PUBLIC USE. See Constitutional Law, 
Il. 


TAPE RECORDINGS. See Evidence. 
TAX AUDITS. See Evidence. 


TAXES. See Collateral Estoppel; Evidence; Internal Revenue Code; 
National Banks. 


TEACHERS. See Constitutional Law, I; III, 7; National Labor Rela- 
tions Board, 2. 


TELEVISION. See Federal Communications Commission. 


TEXAS. See Antitrust Acts, 1; Constitutional Law, III, 3; IV; Fed- 
eral-State Relations, 2. 


TORT LIABILITY OF STATE. See Constitutional Law, VIII, 1. 
TRADE NAMES. See Constitutional Law, IV. 

TRADE ORGANIZATIONS. See Internal Revenue Code. 
UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION. See Federal-State Relations, 1. 
UNFAIR LABOR PRACTICES. See National Labor Relations Board, 1. 
UNIFORM COMMERCIAL CODE. See Federal-State Relations, 2. 
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UNION PACIFIC ACT OF 1862. See Easements. 
UNITED STATES’ IMMUNITY FROM SUIT. See Jurisdiction, 3. 


UNLAWFUL INCLOSURES OF PUBLIC LANDS ACT OF 1885. See 
Easements. 


UNLICENSED DRIVERS. See Constitutional Law, VII; Jurisdiction, 
z 


UNREGISTERED VEHICLES. See Constitutional Law, VII; Jurisdic- 
tion, 1. 


VIABILITY OF FETUS. See Abortions. 
VOTING RIGHTS ACT OF 1965. See Mandamus. 


WAIVER OF UNITED STATES’ IMMUNITY FROM SUIT. See Ju- 
risdiction, 3. 

WELFARE LAWS. See Federal-State Relations, 3; Procedure. 

WORDS AND PHRASES. 


1. “Business league.” § 501 (c)(6), Internal Revenue Code of 1954, 26 
U. S. C. § 501 (c)(6). National Muffler Dealers Assn. v. United States, 
p. 472. 

2. “Business of insurance.” §2 (b), McCarran-Ferguson Act, 15 U.S.C. 
§ 1012 (b). Group Life & Health Ins. Co. v. Royal Drug Co., p. 205. 

3. “Common carrier.” §3 (h), Communications Act of 1934, 47 U.S.C. 
§ 153 (h). FCC v. Midwest Video Corp., p. 689. 

4. “Exclusive original jurisdiction.” 28 U.S. C. § 1346 (f). California 
v. Arizona, p. 59. 

5. “Foster family home.” § 408, Social Security Act, 42 U. S. C. § 608. 
Miller v. Youakim, p. 125. 

6. “Judicial power of the United States.” U. S. Const., Amdt. 11. 
Lake Country Estates v. Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, p. 391. 

7. “Prohibited by this section.” §2(f), Clayton Act, 15 U. 8. C. $13 
(f). Great A&P Co. v. FTC, p. 69. 

8. “Tangible personal property.” Pub. L. 91-156, note following 12 
U. 8. C. § 548. Chase Manhattan Bank v. Finance Admin., p. 447. 

9. “Under color of state law.” 42 U. 8. C. § 1983. Lake Country 
Estates v. Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, p. 391. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION. Sce Longshoremen’s and Harbor 
Workers’ Compensation Act. 





